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the Service's Snake h v e r  Fish and Wildlife Office or the Eastern Idaho Field Office no later 
than December 3 1 for the preceding 12-month period. For example, the types of information 
that may be needed include: 

o The location, timing, size, severity, and suppression activities used for each tire; 
0 Any mitigations used during firc suppression activities to avoid effects to TEC. 

and habitat, any TEC or habitat aEected, and the estimated extent of effects; and 
o Results of post-fire reviews and monitoring. 

Fire and Non-Fire Velietation Treatment Restrictions TEC Protection Measures 
1.  Treatment activj ti es may occur near or adjacent to TEC habitat and will be designed to 

minimize or mitigate impacts to TEC-occupied habitat so that the species or their habitats 
will not be adversely affected All FMDA related fire and non-fire vegetation treatment 
activities in areas that may affect TEC would be conducted in consultation with the 
Service. Further, a11 such activi tics would be desibmed and implemented in such a 
manner that potential impacts to TEC from disturbance or habitat modification w cluld be 
so small as to not be meaningfully measured, detected, and analyzed, or wouId be 
extremely unlikely to occur. 

2. TEC with recovery plans, conservation agreements and consenation strateges will be 
protected as specified in their respective plans/agrcen~entlstrdtegies. These protections 
include such measures as adequate habitat and range for a given species, including 
mitigation measures for multiple land use activities authorized by the Bureau. 

3. Herbicide applicators will obtain a weather forecast for the area prior to ini tiatir~g a 
spraylng project to ensure no extreme precipitation or wind events could occur during or 
irnmediatel y after spraylng. Aerial application of herbicides will not occur during 
periods of inversion. Spraying will follow label instructions. 

4. Fuels management and vegetation treatment activities would be conducted according to 
standards and &widdines in the Greater Yell ow stone Bald Eagle Management Plan 
(Greater Yellow stone Bald Eagle Worlung Group 1 996) or the Pacific Bald Eagle 
Recovery Plan (USFWS 1986). No vegetation treatment activities associated with the 
FMDA would occur within 0.5 mile radius of bald eagle nesting zones during February 1 
- July 3 1. No activities assuciated with FMDA would occur within 0.5 mile (direct line 
of site) or 0.25 mile of winter bald eagle concentration sites during November 1 - March 
1. 

5 ,  Riparian cottonwood forests with willow understories that may be impacted by fuels 
management and vegetation treatments would be suntyed for yellow-billed cuckoos 
prior to Initiating project activities. When developing vegetation treatment projects, no 
ground-based application of herbicides would occur &on: May 1 - August 3 1 within 200 
feet of occupied yellow-hilled cuckoo habitat. 

6. Aerial application of chemicals would not occur from May 1 - .August 3 I within 0.5 
miles of occupied yellow-billed cuckoo habitat. 

7. Fuels management and vegetation treatment areas within BMUs would be coordinated 
with U.S. Forest Service activities to comply with road density restrictions, number and 
juxtaposition of management ac t i~i  ties within BMUs, as provided for in the Grizzly Bear 
Recovery Plan (USFWS 1993) or the Final Conservation Strategy for the Grizzly Bear in 
the E'eilouostone Area (USFWS 2003) when it becomes effcctive. 
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8. When developing vegetation treatment projects, do not increase open and total motorized 
access routes or trail density within BMUs. When developing vegetation treatment 
projects within BMU s, the Bureau will coordinate with the Interagency Grizzly Bear 
C'c i rnrn i  ttee to develop/impl ement sanitation guidelines. 

9. Gray wolf populations in the area have been designated as experin~ental/nonessential. 
Presence or absence of gray wolf dens or rendezvous sites in hels  managemcnt or 
vegetation treatment areas would be determined prior to initiating projects. In the event 
that active den or rendezvous sites are established within the planning area, vegetation 
treatments would be desibmed and impIernented to minimize noise disturbance or habitat 
modifications within one mile of the den or rendezvous sites from April 1 5 - June 30. 

! 0. Fuels management and vegetatior~ treatments that may occur within the Little Lost River 
drainage would be conducted according to standards and &widelines deveIoped for bull 
trout Riparian Habitat Conservation Areas on Bureau lands within the geographic range 
of bull trout (USFWS 1999, 2002). 

1 1 .  N o  aerial application of herbicides within 0.5 rniles of all water bodies and springs 
containing listed snails, Columbia spotted frog, and bull trout. 

1 2.  No ground-based applications of herbicides, surfactants, or adjuvants would occur within 
100 feet of perennial streams or their live water tributaries occupied by listed snails, 
Columbia spotted frog, and bull trout. 

13. No aerial application of other chemicals (e-g., fertilizers or hydro-mulch) within riparian 
habitats containing Iisted snai I s, Columbia spotted frog, and bull trout. 

14. Dozer blading will not occur within 300 feet of streams that have habitat occupied by 
TEC. 

1 5. Ground disturbing activities except for shrub and tree pIanting would not occur wj tlin 
300 feet of all water bodies and springs containing listed snails, Columbia spotted frog, 
and bull trout. 

I h. Treatments will follow PACFISH,lblFISH guidelines in bull trout habitat. 
17. For those portions of the Snake Rixer drainages that support populations of threatened 

and endangered Stlake River mollusks, the Bureau will consult with the Service for fuels 
management and lVegetation treatments where there is pn tential for effect, to ensure 
mitigation measurcs are adequate to avoid adverse effects to Snake River mollusks. 

Direct effects to species from treatments in areas supporting federally-listed species are not 
anticipded, unless site-specific information indicates that small-scale treatments would result in 
long t m  bcnetirs to the species. However, treatments are anticipated to occur in areas near or 
adjacent tn listed species and their habitats. If treatments do occur in areas that may affect listed 
species, treatments will take place in consultation with the Service, and treatments will be 
conducted in such a manner as to avoid adverse effects. Further, such activities will focus on 
reducing future habitat loss and fragmentation by returning fire cycles to their natural regmes, 
and reducing the spread of invasivc exotic species. These actions will benefit listed species 
through improved habitat conditions and rccluced competition from ex0 tics. Finally. no 
interrelated or interdependent effects were identified in the Assessment, and FM DA-related 
activities shouid not contribute to any af the potentially adverse cumulative efTects (non-federal) 
in the action area. 
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Alternatively, wildland fire suppression activities or fire and non-fire vegetation treatments 
which may adverse1 y affect any of the federally listed species in the action area are not covered 
in the Assessment or thj s Letter of Concurrence. That is, any activities related to wildland fire 
suppression that may adversely affect any of the listed species should only occur when life or 
properties are at risk and would, thus, fall under a separate section 7 emergency consultation. 
Likewise, all fire and non-fire vegetation treatments that may affect listed species must be 
conducted in consultation with the Service, and the Service must concur that those actions either 
have no effect or are not likely to adversely affect listed specics. 

Based on inforn~ation provided in the Assessment. and other jnfonnatiotl available to the 
Senice, we concur with the Bureau's finding that the proposed actions described in the 
Assessment nlay affect, but are not likely to adversely affect the Ute ladies'-tresses, bald eagle, 
~ z z l y  bear, bull trout, or any of the listed Snake River snails, and are not likely to jeopardize 
C 

the continued existence of the gray wolf in the project area. Further, the Service acknowledges 
rhe Bureau's determination that the proposed actions are not likely to adversely affect the 
yellow-billed cuckoo or the Great Basin population of Columbia spotted frog, two candidate 
species. 

This concludes informal consul tation pursuant to section 7 of the Act. Please contact the Service 
to verify the above determination is still valid if: 1) project parameters are changed or new 
information reveals effects of the action to a listed species to an extent not considered in the 
Assessment; or 2) a new species is listed or critical habitat is designated that may be affected by 
one or more of the projects. 

Thank you for your continued interest in threatened and endangered species conservation. If you 
have any questions about the consultation process or the aboxme Semice letter please contact Troy 
Smith or me at 208-737-6975. 

cc: Twin Falls District Office, Twin Falls (Hedrick) 
SRFWO, Boise 
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